
I, 
" 

I 

I 

! 	 " 
1,164 paintings of alleged H~ngarian origin to the Austrian Federal Government in 

, ' 

January 1949. ~hereaftet ~ny restitution ,of artwork of alleged Hungarian origin was t~ be 

worked out between the ne~tral Federal Republic of Austria and the then Communist 

government of Hungary. During th~ prior five years, however, the U.S. Army had 
. ~ 	 '. 

carefully stored, secured, an,d inventoried this art collectio'n and because of increased Cold 
'I 	 . ­

War tensions ~etween the United States and th,e Communist governments of Hungary and 

I 	 • 
the USSR that made any mutually satisfactory resolution unlikely if not impossible, washed 

, I 	 ' 

I 
, I 	 • 

their hands of any further responsibility by turning the problem ofrestitution over to 


Austria. Thus, except for 12 paintings of this lot, which were claimed and restored to 

I 
I 

private ownership, the remaining artwork went to Austrian custody for final disposition, 
, " 

. ,. .}. 

releasing "United States for,es in Austria from all responsibilities or claims with resp~ct to 

, them. ,,87 Hungarian artwor~ was not s,tolen, damaged, or given over in permanent 
, 
I 


, I 


. ownership by the U.S. Army; to other individuals ot nations; however, Austria was to effect 
i 


restitution if and when valid:Hungarian claims were made. U.S. Army control of 

! 

, 	 I 

subsequent Austrian actions:in this matter was non-existent. 
, I 

I 

frHE USFA AND RESTiTUTION 

I 

'The resolution of claims involving Hungarian gold and artwork is indicative of the 
, " 	 I '" ' ' 

, ' 

general policies and procedures followed by,USFA when dealing with matters of property
,', i 	 . 

restitution. When ownerShip' was clear, the nec~ssary claim and restitution paperwork was 
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complet~d, and ~hen investi~ations wer~ conducted and the validity of the c1ai~ was 
, 

,.1 

established, restitution was ~ade. 
. I 


., . 


The prompt and tholjough restitution of property looted by the Nazis and her allies 
I. 

and satellites had long tieen accepted policy stemming from the January 5,1943, United 

.: ')" .. . . . 
Nations London Declaration, signed by 18 nations ofthe Grand Alliance. S~bsequent 

general policies governing r~stitution of property ·were not initially made by USF A alone, 
I 

but were developed through: discussions with the Quadpartite Reparations,Delivery·and 
, ~ . ' . 

Restitution Directorate of the Allied Council, \which submitted its restitution plan on 


January 26,1946. Disputes;between the Western. Allies and the USSR over the. 

,, 

exceptionally broad Soviet definition o(_reparations, and rapidly changing political 

f 

allegiances prevented a single Allied restitution policy from ever being implemented 
I . . 
l~. • 

throughout Austria, or else~here during the postwar period. Therefore, the,United States 
I . , 

developed its own policy an(Hhe USFA and USACA devoted the activities of an entire 

division at its headquarters ito matters involving reparations, deliveries, a'nd restitution of . 
, 

. I 

property, private and public, held secure at war's end.88 


As U.S. Army efforts to rehabilitate and restore Austria to full economic and 

, -'. t ' ( • 

political independence succ~eded at a faster pace, the USF A sought to decrease its 

r 

occupation duties and role, including that of property restitution. Increasingly,' . : 


. i 

responsibility for DPs, denazification, and property control was given over to the Austrian 

i 
Federal Republic. This was done "In accordance with a letter from General Keyes to 

i . , 

Chancellor Figl of April 13, 1948, which transferred responsibility for restitution to ex­
: ! ' 

enemy natio~s to the Anstrlan government." Therefore', after April 1948, any i~siles 
, . 
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i ( 

. I 	 .' . 
involv:ing Hungarian 'proper~ and its restitution, public or private, whether originating 

I 	 • ' 

with the Hungarian Go~d T~ain or elsewhere, was no longer the responsibility .of the United 
. 	 , 


i 


States Army, but a responsi~i1ity of the Austrian .Federal Republic.89 Hungarian gold had 

already been restored in 194.6, and alleged Hungarian artwork was the responsibilitY of 

Austria, not the USF A. , . 
, 

Contrary to allegatio~s that claims made by.the Hungadan government or its 

citizens were ignored, the re¢ord shows thatconsistent and good faith efforts were made by' 
I 

i 


USFA between 1945 and 19S0 to restore property belonging to Hungarians citizens, 
I , 
i 

legitimate groups representing Holocaust victims, and. the Hungarian government when 
,I 	 ,. , , 

ownership could be clearly ~stablished and if restitution procedures and, processes were 

followed. This included prolperty from the Hungarian Gold or Werfen Train. 

. 	 ' 

Documentation exists to show that Hungarian claims were investigated and items restored 

in a timely fashion starting ~n tJ:l~ fall of 1945'and extending through 1950.9~ By 
I 

December 31,1947, forexatpple, the U.S. Army had processed more than 7,750 Hungarian 

. ! 	 ' . 
claims, more than that of aQY other nation, except Poland. On that same date, the 

U.S. Army was still processing another .742 Hungarian claims, again, more than for any 
, , 

. other European' nation. In p.onetary value of restituti~n as well, by the above date, the 

estimated value of complet~d restitution to Hungary exceeded $11,800,000, again, more 
. . i" 	 . 

than the' amount paid 'out tq any oiber Europ~an nation. Surviving U.S. Army records 

clearly detail that every effort was ma~e to restore property of a~1 descript~ons, not only: to 
, 	 . 

the Hungarian government; but also to private businesses, institutions, and citizens. 
I 

Hungarian claims were ad4ressed, not ignored.91 
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While U.S. Army and go~e~nment officials continued to make a good faith effort to 
. ,I 

account for and restore all gold, artwork, and other valuables that had clearly belonged to 
, , .. 

the Hungarian nation or its Citizens prior to the close of hostilities~ the Hnngariall 
I 

. I 
government did make a "quit claim rt in February 1946 on all property of unknown 

ownership or origins in USF~ possession. There is a further issue that a portion of the 
, '1 • , 

material found on the various trains was obviously property looted from Hungarian Jews 

1 . . 

during the time the Hungarian fascist government was allied with Nazi Germany; and 
, 
I . 

,therefore, was not legally obJained in: the first place. This prompted the United States to 
I 

ma~e the decision in June 1~, 1946, that Hungarian government claims to this property 
I . 

: . 

were illegitimate based on ,the January 5,1943, United Nations London Declaration, which 
I 
I 
I . 

forbade restitution to Germany, of property looted by the Nazis and the governments Of 
, , 

their satellites or allies. If itt was determined that the property could have been looted only. 
, t J ' 

. during the period of forcible:: occupa,tion of Hungary by Germany, restitution would be 
! . 
I 

allowed. In t~e case of the ijungarian Gold or Werfen Train material; it was impossible to' 

! 

make this determination beyond reasonable doubt.92 . , 
1, 

Yet in anticipation t~at legitimate claims to Hungarian Gold Train property would 
I' . 

be forthcoming, either fromjthe Hungarian g'overnment or from Hungarian citizens 

i . ',' , 
through their government, and in the knowledge that much of the material fo'und on the 

train belonged to Hungarian Jews and that-some ,or all of this material may indeed be
j . , 
I 


, .,', ' 


subject to restitution, the U.~. Army made all possible efforts as early as February 1946 to 
! . 

/ 

locate, inventory, and prOp~rlY account f~r the, property through requisitions and hand 


receipts in possession of US FA. A communication between Generals Tate and McM.ahon, 
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r 

! 

! . 

for example, made this clear! by stating "There is evidence this property belongs to 

Hungarian Jews. It will not:be used. Must be carefully protected," to which General 

McMahon concur~ed "I recbmmend that we do not touch.,,93 . 
. I 

j . 

Concern was also shriwn among U.S. leaders that property belongIng to "refugee 
, , 

Jewish' owners some of Whom are now DP' s who will not return to Hungary but will stay 
,.' I ' r . .. 

in Austria or go elsewhere" was being claimed by the Hungarian government. It was 

decided that such property ~hould be withheld from any claim as Allied agreements were 
,;' ! 

"not intended to dispossess racial or religious refugees" of their property. If in doubt, ~uch 
, 

. .'1 '. ' 
claims were to be denied. Tb.erefore, the U.S. government established the policy that 

"household goods, valuables, art objects and other personal property owned and removed 
I ! 

from a country by refugees ",ho left the country f~>r religious or racial reasons and who 

choose not to return to that ~ountry, will not be subj~ct torestit~.tion.,,94 

Finally, U.S. officials 'were aware by 1946 that the majority of Europe's Jewish, 
i . . 

population had perished!. in ~he Nazi Holocaust and that legitimate claims on behalf of these 

people were unlikely. They ~ere similarly aware that the probability of fraud in such cases 
, . 
I 

was extremely high. The fate of Hungarian Jews was especially pertinent in regards to the 
! . '. 


. . . '. i . 


Hungarian Gold Train property. Unlike the Jewish' populations of Poland and the USSR, . 
~ I ' • 

Hungarian Jews hadavoide~ extermination until 1944, due to Hungary's status as an aUy 
! . 

~ofNazi Germany and to the!fact that fascist Arrow Cross officials ~ontrolling the 

government, while placing increasing pressure on its Jewish population of 725,000 and a 

. , 

further 100,000 Jews living ~n four areas of Poland and Rumania annexed by Hungary by 
I . 

'. 
i , 

.1941, did not seek their deportation.95 This all changed as theRed Army neared the 
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I 
I 

,
Hungarian border, promptil)g the ~ehrmacht to occupy the country in March 1944, in 

i 

anticipation that Htingary ~ouid seek to jettison its alliance with Germany in favor of a 
! 

, 

separate peace with the USSiR.96 

i 
Accompanying the G~rman occupation forces was a Nazi Special Operations 

Commando Hungary taske4 with organizing ,the deportation of the country',s Jewish 

population to extermination; ca~ps, scheduled to begin, in April 1944. Prior to their 

placement in hastily formedighettos throughout Hungary pending deportation; Jewish 
, ,! . 


i 

businesses were closed byd~cree ofthe Hungarian fasCist government. Jewish citizens 

, ' 

were forced to turn their per~onal valuables, assets and possessions over to the fascist state, 

much of it ending up in the Foffers and stC?rehouses of the Hungarian National Bank in 
, 
! 

Budapest and other citiesa~d towns throughout the nation. This then, wa,~ the origin of 
l' ,', '. 

much ofthepersonnel prop'erty found on the Hungarian Gold or Werfen Train.91 

! Actual deportations pegan in mid-May with an average of 13,000 Hungarian Jews 

f 
being sent to the extermination camp at Auschwitz-Birkenau, Poland daily and 116,000 in 

, .. . 

i 

one 10-day period alone. n:eportees were allowed to take only what they could carry onto 
i 

the crowded cattle cars. Unlike previous deportees, who were often selected for an albeit 
, 

brief period of forced labor;, the Hungarian Jews were gassed immediately on arrival at 
I ' 

, t 

Auschwitz-Birkenau at theirate of 8,000 to 9,000 persons per day. In this manner, over 
I ' 

I
445,000 Hungarian Jews w~re sent to Auschwitz-Qirk~nau in less than ,five weeks between 

'i . 
, i 

May 15 and June 19, 1944,;while another 350,000 awaited deportation in squalidghettos.98 

! 
I ' 

The extermination ofHun~arian Jews was thus carried out in an extraordinarily swift and 
I 

\ I 
efficient fashion and it was: reported in late September 1944 that only 200,000 of 

. .: . 
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.Hungary's 800,000 or so Je~s were still alive. Indeed, postwar surveys indicated that of 
. ' , 

the initial Jewish lPopulatio~ of 825,000 under H~ngarian control in 1941, fewer tha~ 
. 

256~000 were still living as of December 1945, and were now widely scattered throughout 

Europe and with increasing;numbers in Palestine.99 

I 

This death toll of nea,rly 600,000 was not lost on U.S. Army officials addressing 
: . . " 

claims for property of suspe;~ted Jewish ownership from the Hunga~ian government in the 

immediate postwar years, i~cluding Hungarian Gold Train property. Given the mortality 
, , 

rate among Hungarian Jew~ at Auschwitz-Birk~nau in the late spring and early summer of 
. ;' 

I 

1944, it appeared unlikely that little, if any, of the Hungarian Gold Train property had 
I 

I .' 


surviv,ing owners. With the' increasing difficulty of establishing individual ownership and.
I . . 

'. ' . \ . 

determining whether owne~s had survived the ~ar, and in view of the increasi .. gly poor 

relations between the Western AIHesand the nations of the Communist East Bloc, , . 

including Hungary and the ;USSR, U. S. Government officials decided to give u~claimed, . 
j 

ownerless property ·of unidentified or unknown origins to United Nation refugee . . 

organizations,. in particular~ to the Intergovernmental Committee on Refugees and its' 
I' . 

successor organization, the iInternational Refugee Organization (IRO). Therefore, in 

. . I .. . 
November 1946, the comm~nding generals'ofUSFET and USFA were ordered by the 

i , 
United· States Joint Chiefs of Staff, the U.S. State, War, and Navy Departments to, 

. , .' .'. . 

make available ... tr duly accredited representative of intergovernmental 
committee on refugees (IGCR) all valuable property which represents loot seized or 
obtained under dur~ss from political, racial, or religious victims ofNazi government· 
or its satellite governments or nationals thereof which was or may hereafter be 

I . 

found, seized, or con~scatedby USFET or by local authorities acting under. 
direction or control iof U.S. forces. . , . 

.. ' 
I 
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! - :... 
Conditions governing property subject for such 'turnover to 'the IRO included that it . . " 

, I 

1) could not b~ restored "be~ause determination of national origin is impractical" ; 

2) "property cannot be restored to lawful owners under laws in force or in place where 
1 ' • . 

presently found either becarise lawful owner has died or ceased to exist without'legal 
r' ... 

successor; or 3) because determination of individual ownership is impracticable."
I . 

l , . 

U.S. officials believed that ttie above conditions applied to at least a portion of the Werfen 
! 

train's contents. 100 

Following the receipt: of these orders from the United States,the U.S. forces in 
I ' 

Austria were instructed tha~ unclaimed and unidentified Hungarian Gold Train property 
, i . 

I 

of unknown origins was authorized for release to the Intergovernmental Committee of 
f 

Refugees. A'list of Hungarian Gold or Werfen Train property loaned from the Military 
I 

Government on a memoran~um ofreceipt was then forwarded to the Property Con~rol 

Branch, USACA, though thr Property Cont'rol and Restitution Section of the Zone 
I 

Command on March 20, 1947, in anticipation of calling in this material for a turnover to 
, 1 

refugee officials.101 
, 

1 ' 

According to a subsequent U.S. Department of State report of July 1947, the 
I 

contents Qf the Hungarian train captured by the Americans in the U.S. Zone in Austria 

were, 

unidentifiable as to Qwners and, in view of the territorial changes in Hungary, as to 
national origin;'restitution to Hungary being therefore not feasible, it was 
determined, with th~ approval ofthis Government, that the property in question 
would be given to the Intergo,vernmental Committee of Refugees (succeeded by the 

,I " " 
Preparatory Committee for the International Refugee Organization) .•.. The 
Legation is probably aware that the PCIRO, as successor organization to the IGCR, 
is a United Nations 4gency charged with the responsibility for the resettlement and 
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. rehabilitation of the ~onrepatriable victims of Naii action, and that ninety percent 
of the proceeds of thel so-called non-monet~ry gold transferred to this agency under 

" the te.rms of the interhationalagreements referred to' are used for the benefit of 
Jewish victims ofNa~i per:secution.lOl " . . 

, . 
Furthermore, the U.S. State;Department report claimed, the Hungarian legation in a 

communication dated Febr~ar~ 25; 1946, stated "that the Hungarian Government bad 

, 'waived all claims to this property' but wished to turn over the goods to Jewish welfare 
! . . . . 

organizations in Hungary apd 'would gladlly ·help its citizens by protecting their rights to ; . . '. 

claim the return ofthis pro~erty' .,,103 

i 

. In spite of Hungaria~'desires, the USF A turned'over Hungarian Gold Train 
, , . 
I. 

property to the PCIRO, citing a number of reasons, which in the context of the times 
, ,, 

appear both prudent and legitimate. First, "the conte~ts of the train represented several 


thousand of items of loot se~zed or obtained under duress from political, .racial or religious 


refugees of the Nazi regime: and its satellite governments or nationals." Second, "the 


j • 

, property was so intermingl~d in transit thatidentification of ownership, if not impossible, ,. 

was administratively impractical." Third, "none of the indh;idual items amounted to a 

large value, although the t~tal value of the items·was great." Fourth, "the Hungarian
I '. 

I .. . 

Mission did not substantia~e its blanket claim" in a manner consistent.with accepted 


restitution policies. Fifth, Nt was considered that the greatest number of persecutees 


would benefit from the proceeds of the property through PC-IR~ administration." 

! 

Finally, there was considerable "apprehension that the property would fall in the hands of 
. ' ;. . 

1 

the Soviet if return~d to H~ngary."l04 
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In addition, U.S. offi~ials had received disturbing information [e,g~rding groups in 

Hungary that claimed to be '~epresentingthe 'i~terests of Hungarian Je~s who had survived 

the Holocaust and who had allegedly returned to their nation after the war. According to 
, , I . . , . . 
I· 	 . 

one report "Representative hte~ber~ of Budapest Jewish community are reported to have 
. 	 I , ' 

indicated strong views that U.S. authorities should not accede to [Nicholas] Nyardi 
" I· 	 1 . 


j 


[Hungarian Under Secretary of State, Ministry of Finance] demand since Hungarian 

Jewish community will not r;eceive benefit of loot. Hungarian Jews prefer transfer of loot 

to such Refugee Fund which is expected to aid emigration of Hungarian Jews." 

Furthermore, the report stated, "It should be added that,the fears expressed by the 
, 	 ,I., 

, 	 rep'resentati~e of the BUdap~st Jewish Community appear w~ll founded in view of the 

uncertainty of the political developments and the danger of further exertion of pressure by 
. . ! 	 . . . 

the Soviet Union upon the Hungarian Government."IOS Similar requests from the 

American JewisbJoint Distfibution Committee, then w~rking in Europe and in the United . . .!. 	 " '. , 
, 	 , 

States on behalf ofHolocau~t victims worldwide and the Jewish Agency for Palestine, sent 

to U.S. Army officials in Au~tria,via the U.S. State Department, expressed their hopes that 
I . 

Jewish property found in Austria, specifically that of the Hungarian Gold Train, be 
I 
I 

i 	 \, . ,
delivered to them for the reliief and rehabilitation ofJewish victims of Nazism throughout 

, ,I 
Europe.106 

Hungarian' officials s:ubsequently requested that Hungarian property be withheld, 

from sale by the PCIRO, a request that the PCIRO was willing to consider if proper 

identification could be mad~. Such identification, however, does not appear to have been 

considered practical by either PCIRO or American officials who actually possessed the 
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property in question and knew of its true intermingled state in storage.' It does appear 
: ' 

certain, according to the 1947 State Department report, that the PCIRO did indeed auction 
i ' 

i 


items from the Hungarian ~old Train in, New York City but i., a manner to realize the' 
, I . 

largest possible amount of profit for the beneficiaries of PCIRO activities that included 
, ; 

I 

Holocaust victims of many n:ationalities, including Hungarians who still were in need of aid 
, . 

and assistance. There was no substance, according to the U.S. State Department report, 

"to implications in the Hungarian Press that they [Wer~en Train items] are being disposed 
i 
1 

1 I 

of for private profit or that the proceeds may aid Hungarian Nazis. ulo7
' ,

l' , 
j 

Following these decis.ons, therefore, in October 1947, "3 truck loads of silver" from 
,, 
, , 

Frankfurt, and "10 car loads of rugs, crystal, porcelain, etc.," from Salzburg, all from the 

Hungarian Gold or Werfen Train, were transported to Bremerhaven, Germany, for 

shipment to, and sale in, the United States. Whenever Hungarian Gold Train materials 
I, 
i 

were given to the PCIRO, or~ its sucCessor or predecessor agencies, organization officials 
I ' 
I 
i 

were made to sign receipts for USF A and USACA files. lo8 

I 

Hungarian Gold Train property such as cameras, watches, clocks, and costume 

jewelry'determined to have ~een looted from Hungarian Jews who in all likelihood were 
, , . 

. also victims of the Holocaust~ and additional property, that was not deemed worth 

transporting to the United S~ates for sale by the International Refugee Organization was ': . 
1 

suggested for sale at U.S. Ariny post exchanges in the U.S. Zones of occupation in Germany 
.1 

and Austria in a flurry of correspondence by members of the ,Reparations, Deliveries and 

Restitution Division, Property Control Branch, USF A, and the Chiefs of the Legal and 

Finance Divisions, USACA,and the USACA Legal.Advisor beginning in early November .'. . 
, I 
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1945. It was established that the property was taken under Military Government-Austria 
I ", 

Decree No.3, Article Ib, tha* declare~ it "either captured enemy property, or property of a 

perishable nature, or both,", and that in the opinion of the legal division, it could "be 

disposed of accordingly" if the items involved for sale did not have a personal value to 
, I " " 

former owners to whom restitution might at some future date be made.109 Legal 

authorization to sell these goods in U.S. Army exchanges was in doubt in late 1945, 

I

however,and no further mention exists in the records as to whether an actual sale took 
'! 
l ' . . . 

• 1 • , 
'~ . . 

place. Such sales may have ~een approved; however, but only as a July 1946 report stated, 
I 

"if PX turns over proceeds to a nonrepatriable fund in dollars." It was also maintained 

that many of the yet unclaimed goods belonging to Holocaust victims, now likely deceased, 
" 

, I 

such as' fur coats, were begi~ning to deteriorate. It was suggested that all unclaimed 

property of this nature "would realize more if sold in the [United] States.-" It was finally 

suggested in the event that claims for property already sold were received at some later 
i 
I , ,I, , 

date,that a reserve of at least fifteeo]percent ofthe value of sold goods be retained from 
, I 

funds turned over to refugee: organizations to satisfy these claims for at least another two 

, 
years. Whatever funds remained after 1948 would be given over to a nonrepatriable fund 

i >', , 

benefiting refugees or to the International Refugee Organization.ltO Some of the property , ' 

, 

had already been used by 1947 and 1948 to meet the needs of displaced persons and 

'refugees in Austria accordin~ to allied and U.S. policy. The items turned over in this 
I 
I • 

manner to International Refugee Organization aid workers or which were used by USF A to ' 
'! . 

. meet DP needs included, among other things, clothing, empty suitcases, porcelain, and 

assorted glassware. 111 
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' 


Accordiqg to U.S. Ar~y records, the last remnants ofthe Werfen train items that 
I 

were not restored to Hungarian claimants, to the H~ngarian go'vernment, or not' given to 

the International Refugee O,rganization fot sale or. used to assist their charges were 

disposed of by February 16,:1~48~ when all remaining property belong'ing to ex-enemy 
I 

states was turned over to the Federal Republic ofAustria for restitution, sale, or 
I 

safekeeping. On this date, the Hungarian Gold or Werfen Train file was closed by the· 
I 
I I 

U.S. Army. Thus, the Austt,ians were given control and administration of large quantities 
I ' 

of captured enemy war mat~rial and other supplies by the United States in a value 
I ­

, , . I " ' 


exceeding $5 million by October 1946. By May 1947, Austrhlnscontrolled the disposition 
I 

I 


of property owned by former Nazis, ofAustrians detained by the U.S. Military 
I ' 

Government, property forced to be sold during the Nazi occupation, and that claimed by 
, , I 

American nationalsdisposs~ssed,by the Nazis. While the USFA headquarters reserved the 

right to nullify any proceedIngs in which fraud was determined, they continued to . 

encourage Austrian restitution commissions in their labors and praised them for settling a 

number of claims from ex-enemy states, inCluding, by 1948, those of Communist 

Hungary.m . 

The Hung,arian gov~rnment strongly protested the turnover of unidentified Weden 
I 

train and otlier Hungarian 'property of unknown origins to the International Refugee, 
, 

i 


Organization, in spite of the fact that this was a non-aligned United Nations organization 
. .! . . , 

whose efforts and capabilities to assist.victims ofthe Holoc~lUst were far greater'than 
, . 

anything Hungary could have undertaken in its destitute postwar/economic condition, and 

when considering its incre~sed political domination by ,Communists and the Soviet Union. 
, ~ 
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\ i 

While postwar allegations b'y the Communist government of Hungary, that their claims and· 

. '. ' ,I', .' 

, those of their cit~ens were ignored by U.S. Army officials are categorically untrue, it is true 
: ' . 

, , 

as demonstrated above, that some Hungarbin Gold Train property of small aggregate value 
, ' 

was not returned to its country of origin. Yet U.S. Army actions were not theft and the 
, ' 

property in question was pdt to better use, benefiting far more needy individuals than 

f 
anything proposed by agov~rnment in Hungary which, by 1948,was clearly antithetical to 

the United States.1I3 

The final portions ofthe story of the Hungarian Gold train are caught up in the 
, 

Cold War tensions betweeniEast and West, especially between the United States and the 

Soviet Union, already evidept in 1946. Hungary, far from being an honest and open broker 

in its transactions with the United States concerning Hungarian Gold Train property in 

Austria, was becoming incr~asingly lIlpstile, reflecting its shift from a fascist regime to a 

puppet and totalitarian Communist state domin·ated by the USSR. While the West had 

hopes that the postwar wor~d would be more reflective of th/e. ideals ofthe Atlantic; Charter, , ' , 

nations throughou(EasterniEurope, including Hungary, were being cut-off from Western' 

~ivilization and were being;placed behind what former 'British Prime Minister WinstonS. 

Churchill described as the '~Iron Curtain." Thus, in the immediate postwar period 
I 
I 

Hungary lurched from the political right, as its fascist government was dissolved, to the 

political left wing as its gov~rnment came increasingly under the sway and domination of 
! 

the Communist Soviet Union, whose ,troops occupied Hungary. Already by the fall of 1945 
i 

and into early 1946, it was ~ecoming obvious to the Weste~n Allies that the Soviets intended 
, 

to install governments favoting Communist ideology in Eastern Europe and the shift in 
! • . , 
I 
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, ' , , 

political allegiance produced a change in the attitudes of the iocal politicians who became 
~ 	 , 

I , . 
more bellicose and whose'cooperation with Western authorities became rarer. Hungary 

made the shift to communisht only gradually, as Soviet dictator Josepb Stalin had decided' 

against an immediate Comr?unist seizure of power. He instructed the Hungarian 

Communist Party "to take agradualist approach," ,hoping to delay a' communist takeover 
.1 	 , " .' 

for "ten to fifteen years in ~rderto deflect Western criticism of rapid communist takeovers 

in Poland, Bulgaria, R()mariia; and the Soviet Zone of ~ermany." Hungarian Communists 
, 	i' 

opposed this plan and after!September 1947 "the Hungarian Communist Party proceeded 
I 

I 
swiftly to assume full contr~1 oUhe government." They had fully succeeded by 

mid-1948.114 

, , 

Starting in mid-194& and disturbingly extending to the present day, the issue of 
I ' 	 . 

restitution became a valua~le 'propaganda tool for use against the Westin general and the . 

United States in particular.: The records .show that Communist Hungarian charges of theft, 
I ' , ; , 

madeJargely for propaganda purposes, were increasingly frequency after 1946, and now, 

unfortunately, have been rEisurrected in nearlyverbatim form in the late twentieth century~ 
i. 

. 	 I' , 

These charges were c1early:identified as Communist propaganda at the time, but it appears 
, , 

such analysis and discrimiJation is missing today~' According to U.S. officials in 1946, 
I 

(' 	 anti-U.S; elements iIi these countries are making capital from the U.S! failure to 
restore property looted by the Germans after the break of these satellite 

.Goyernments with yermany.. Particularly is this true of the Communist Party in ' 
Hungary; they cite non-restitution as an indication of lack of interest on the part of 
the Western Democracies.1IS 

. 	 j 
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Even U.S. Army personnel dealing with property restitution at the local level were subject 
. : 	 . 

to Communist recriminatio~s and unfounded charges seeking to make the disposition of - . . 

the Hungarian Gold Train eroperty another focus of anti-Western propaganda to use 

, I 	 . 

against the United States. The Chief of the Reparations, Deliveries, and Restitution 
. . 	 I . 

. I . 	 . 

Divisions of USF A, USACA; wrote to the American State Department Legation in Vienna 

, 	 . 

in August 1948 that hisoffi~e had been asked by Washington "for guidance in countering 

the accusations concerning ~he disposition of the loot [Werfen] train," and that the RD&R 
1 

Division would like to knoW: how Washington "had countered the 'Hungarian propaganda 

, ' t 	 ~ I 

angles. II This officer suggested that Washington "stress the unselfish release to IRO and 
. ' 

the use of proceeds for the ~ehabilitation of the victims of loot?"116 Y~t in spite of such· 

American efforts to prove t~at Hungarian Gold Train property was not stolen and that it 
I . 

I ' " , 


had been put to good use, ~ungarian allegations continued and are now tepeated. again in 

the late twentieth century. 	! 

! .' 
What most observer~ in Hungary, Austria, and now in the United Sta~es, failed to 

. 	 , 

see in the'iate 1940s, is thatjHungarian Gold Train property was properly and legally 

I 	 . . 

disposed of, including that property on loan to U.S. service personnel. What property 

remained unclaimed by its ,egitima~e owners, who were likely deceased and that had not 
I .'. 	 • . 

been t~rned over for sale o~ use by United Nations refugee organizations for the benefit of 

victims of Nazi persecution: prior tO,the end of the American occupation, was recalled using 
, 

memorandum of receipts a,~d inventories that had been in the po~s~ssion of USF A Property 
I . 	 ' , 

Control, Restitution and\Claims officers since the earliest days of the A,merican presence in 

Austria in 1945. Duplicate: requisition forms, according to standard U.S. Army operating 
, ,. 	 \ 
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procedun~s, were also held by service personnel who requisitioned the, items in question, 
I I 

and'by unit property'contryl officers. In this manner, Hungarian Gold Train materials 

, , i, 
were first gathered by Prop:erty Control Officers from U.S. Army personnel of all ranks 

, 
who had been using them d;uring the preceding years. The items were then inspected, 

.checked against inventory ~nd requisition sheets, and turned over to Austrian authorities 
, ' 	 , 

for final disposition. SurviJing U.S. ~rmy record~ at the National Archives clearly show 

that property, including th~t from the Hungarian Gold Train were returned and were not , 	 ' 

stolen. This incl,udes the. property in the possession of Generals Clark and Collins, and in 

the possession of many of t~eir similarly ranked colleagues. Twenty-two of the receipts 
, . 

, i 
" 	 ' 

turned in by 1948 involved .property from the Hungarian Gold Train held by the 
, . 1 . . . . ' 

4rd Infantry Division alon~. According to amemo from Lieutenant Colonel Heller, 
\ 

Property Control Officer, ":the Headquarters Commandant of this Division is preparing a 

Master Receipt acknowledging responsibility for this property." The receipts were 
, 

I 


collected in a series of files specially devoted to the Werfen train pr~perty that survive in 
, 

U.S. Army records at the National Archives and Records Administration.l17 

Examining thesurviying documentsin-their entirety makes plain that one set 
i, 

consists of hand receipts and formal requisition forms, dating primarily from 1945 and 
" 	 I ' 

1946, acknowledging that property is being obtained on loan from th~ Military 
. I. 	 . 

Government Property Control Warehouse in Salzburg under legal and fully authorized 
I 

circumstances and standarc:f operating procedures. If the intent of U.S. service personnel 
i 
I 

from enlisted through flag .tanks was indeed the looting and theft of dispossessed valuables, 
. 	 I ' ,', 

I 

it is extremely unlikely thatl~igned receipts would ever have been created in the first place 
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or that they would have su~ived to.the present day leaving a clear record of individual 
i, 

possession of these items. It;is also unlikely that property control officers would similarly . . . ' 

I· < 

maintain records confirming these loans and calling for the return of such property, 
i 

I 


especially if it involved senior officers. It is of special note that the property gathered for 
. . . I 

the use of General ColUns in particular, was obtained by several of his Aide-de-Camps,.not 
i < 

i 

by the general personally. It is very unlikely that General Collins himself, whose duties 
I· ,, 


. i 


undoubtedly kept him busy~ had any idea what property was being obtained in his name, 
. I . . 

nor did he have any knowlerge of the origins of the household furnishings that surrounded 

him. The same is ,undoubte~lytrue in the case of Lieutenant GeneralMark Cl~rk, the . , , 

USFA commander.1I8 Anot~er set of receipts and inventory sheets in the same archival 
I ." 

location, largely dating from 1947 and 1948, clearly show that property loaned from the 
, I < • 

, Property ,Control Warehouse to Generals Clark and Collins and their contemporaries and 
I . 

! ' 
subordinates, including property from the Hungarian Gold Train, was inventoried, , '. 

appraised, collected and ac~ounted for, and was then turned over to the Federal Republic 

of Austria for final disposi~on according to an agreement between USACA and the 
I 

" I 

Austrian government. The; Hungarian Gold Train prope~ty did not remain in the ' 

,. 
permanent possession of the military personnel to which it was loaned. ,Such allegations 

have no basis in fact. 1l9 

Hungarian propertY in U.S. Army custody was initially treated no differently than 
I 


property belonging to other European governments. It was guarded, inventoried, when 

, ! . 

I 

and where possible, and was then turned over to property control officers. When rumors 
, I . . 

~ere received from whateJer source that items from the Hungarian Gold or Werfen Train, 
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or other material in the property control warehouse, had been misplaced or stolen, USFA 
I 

officials investigated. The surviving records contain many references to such action~. In 
I 

i 
, June 1945, for example,a Corporal Vance, the 242nd Infantry Regiment S-2 clerk, passed 

, , ! ' ',', ' 
, 

on the message to a Lieuten~nt Ettinger "that his regiment is to investigate, trace, and pick 

• i ' 

up the [Hungarian] silver a*d rugs looted from 28box cars in Hofgarten [sic] [map 


location) 3382, witba follo~-up report of actions taken. ,,120 In another case when the' 


Austrian administrator of S:chloss Klessheim presented a list of missing items to the 

, ' 

Restitution and Reparation* Section of the Headquarters of the Military Government of 
; . 
I 

Land Salzburg, the list was passed up the chain of command and efforts were undertaken " 
l '.' . , 

to find and restore the missing items.12I 

Often U.S. Army soldiers were notdispatched to locations contaiIiing valuables, , , ., 

quickly enough to prevent theft and looting by a desperate Austrian population, by 


displaced persons, or could ~ot stop the persistent efforts of numerous individuals 


I, , 
determined to steal. In the ~ase of the Hopfgarten train containing property of alleged 


Hungarian origins ~iscOVer~d.ittMay 1945, subseqllent Investigations revealed that 

• . i '", . 

" I " 

farmers, from thesurroundi~g countryside had opened theca~s and plundered them before 

and supposedly even after U.S.~rmy personnel arrived,a story.corroborated by both 

, railroad workers and local civilians. Although a stronger American guard detail was 
, , 

immediately placed on the t~ain, it was reported that while the s~l~iers stood guard on one , 

i 


, l' 

side ofthe train, looters brazenly and openly plundered the cars from the opposite side. In, 

I ' 
this case, at leastone car containing Persian rugs and silver was empty by the time the 

I 

! 

train left for the Property c:ontrol Warehouse in Salzburg. The railroad men and locals 
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. 

j 

-i 
I, 

later questioned about the thefts denied having any knowledge of the property, indignantly 
. i 	 .' 

claiming "they would not st90P to plundering.,,122 
. 	 I 


i 

Yet despite such ane~dotal failures, the U.S. Army made good faith efforts to track, 

down missing property and;to follow up reports oflooting and pilfe'ring. On one occasion 
i ' , . 
I· . 	 . ' 

when "a confidential source" reported that 300 to 400 blankets were removed from 
,I 	 . 

i, 	 ' 
German Army Medical COflPs stocks in Bad Gast~in"a Captain Ames of the 232nd Infantry 

· . 
, · I ' - ' , . . 

Regiment, 42nd Division, wa~ ordered to investigate "who took the blankets so that they can 
. i 

be returned immediately." lThe captain was further told to warn his guards that the 
i 
! ' .,

American division hospital officer must authorize all removal of Getman medical supplies, 
·i 

although they were techniC~lly and legally c~ptured enemy materiel subject to USFA use. 

The subsequent in~estigatiJn revealed thatthe 400 blankets we~e requisitioned for the' 


I " 

benefit of Jewish DPs.123 'In: yet another case, it was reported in September 1945, "that 

I 

civilians'had taken furnituljeand rugs from a CEM [captured enemy materiel] Target in a 

castle formerly used as an Ss Training Center near BRUCK," in spite of the fact that the 
, 

, 	 I 

target was being guarded by five enlisted men. It was "requested that info be obtained on 

whose authority the furniture and rugs were moved "and that results of the investigation 
" 	 . 

be reported.1:t4 U.S. Army~ersonnel considered all reports of pilfering as equally serious, 

and did not allow relative ~alue to affect the timelin,ess or thoroughnes$ of their actions. 

When serious reports were received at division headquarters that members of the 
: ; < ' ' 

232nd Infantry Regiment, 42nd Division, were looting art treasures at Fischorn Castle as 
" -! 	 .' . 

their tour of guard duty th~re was. ending in September 1945, the. response was typically' 
I 
I 

. swift. The existing guards ~t this captured enemy materiel location, formerly one of many 
;. 
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residences used as 'a loot repository by Nazi Luftwaffe Chief Herman Goering" were 

immediately replaced by troops of another unit, the 24rd Infantry Regiment, and an 
I 

investigation was launched.: As was later reported, the officer in charge talked to both the 

members of the 23ind and 24rd Infantry Regiments, ~olstered the guard, at the castle, and 

filed a report with his supe~iors. In addition, as was standard operating procedure, 

whenever troops ieft a field :command ,for reassignment or transport back to the United 
, 
I, 

States' for discharge, this officer reported that"an inspection is being made of all mens I 

baggage and packages to see that no looting has been taking place.", After all was said and 
- I 

done, however, the reports of looting by'U.S. service personnel at Fischorn Castle were 
I 

. . I 

- dismissed as "only a rumor~ ,,125 
I 

While most rumors *nd alleg'ations ~f theft and I~oting involved enlisted men, their 

i , '. ' ,
superiors were not beyond being held accountable for their actions just by the fact of their , 

i 

higher rank. When general officers left Austria for retirement or assignment elsewhere, 
i , 
I ' 

hand receipts and requisitions for loaned items were checked to insure the property 

remained under U.S. Army' control. Often, as with other U.S. Government property, items 
. I

I 

. " 
. 

'. 
on loan from the property control warehou'se"from t,he Hungarian Gold Train and other 

I 

like stocks were turned over to the next commander with new requisitions or hand receipts 

to show the transfer. Discr~pancies, lost, destroyed, or damaged items, were promptly 
, , ! . 

noted and investigated, and as appropriat~;were located or compensated.126 

. ; .. . 

Yet even if service ~embers managed to successfully commit theft and c~nceal the 
;. . 

loot while on overseas duty~ the U.S. Army, in conjunction with U.S. Customs officials, had , . ,!. ~ 

in place certification requitements and an inspection system to prevent unauthorized or 
'f ' .' . , . . 



stolen material from entering the United States. Each returning soldier had to,have in his 

i 

possession at the point ofembarkation in'Europe, and often at the point of debarkation in 
I 

the United States, 

, I 

a certificate in duplicate, signed by his superior commissioned officer, and bearing 
appropriate official theater stamp indicating that the bearer is officially authorized 
by the theater comniander, ..• to retain as his personal property the articles listed on 
the certificate: The ~igned duplicate ~ertificate will be taken up by an officer of the 
port of embarkationi(and a consolidated certificate accomplished) or by the 
Customs Bureau'or ~iIitary authorities at the port of debarkation. The original will' 
be retained by the bearer.127 

I 

, 
These authorization certificationS also applied to parcels mailed by service personnel from 

overseas duty stations to th~ United States through the Army Post Office system. These 

! " 
requirements were in addit~on to the usual contraband searches routinely conducted upon 

.. I 

returning soldiers by military ,and .civilian officials at ports of ~mbarkation and' 
.j , 
I' 

"\ . 
debarkation worldwide. WJtile enterprising thieves could.evade these safeguards, which 

I. . 
depended on the quality of enforcennent by military and non~military agencies, U.S. Army 

f·, . 
. 1 

officials did take seriouspr~cautions, and did implement policies to limit the transport and 

, permanent possession of lorited items by service members. 

There is one docume:n:t in surviving records indicating that military officials perhaps 

did not always perform thei:r custodial duties as effectively or as efficiently as possible. 

When inquiries were made by the headquarters, Military Gov~rnment, Land Salzburg, 
. .' 'i' . '. " ", ' 

regarding possible improprieties concerning the handling and transfer of material from the 
I , 

I 
property control warehous~ in July 1947, an extensive Investigation was undertaken into 

, 
I 

I 

practices followed since theiend of the war. Eight officers were interviewed and scores of 
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,I
,I
'i 

i 

I 

, "ij 

inventories, memorandums lof recei~t, and statements :were gathered~ A final report 

I 
, completed by the investjgat~ng officer, Major CuHus M. Mayes, stated that so~e probl~ms , ' 

'. " 'I .' , , 

had existed, noting that, . I 

, There has never beeJ a complete inventory made of the J,»roperty Control 
Wareh'~use, accordbigto info'rmation received by the investigating officer~ Property 

, I, ", 

"in ~~me. cases hasbe~n moved from one location to another withouiproper notice, 
, bemg gIVen to the Prpperty Control Office. Property seems to have been drawn and 
, correctly signed for in ,most cases . .The records of M/Rs [~emorandum~ of receipt] 
and other receipts ar~ badly mixed up while nomenclature is not standard and 
might cause some prriperty to be mentioned, twice. , , ' 

, '. I ' " " 

i " , '. / ' ,',
The report suggeste~ that "officers living or having lived in houses containing 

propertyfrom the propertyjcontrol Warehou,ebe held titorallyre,pon~ible for anylosse,· 
1 ' , 

, , ,!, ", ' , 
of such property during their Qccupancy," indicating the typicaI.U.S.Armyconcern that

" ,'I " ,'~"" ' 
( , 

loaned proper~y be adequat~ly cared for. It was further recommended "tb'at offic,ers 
, 'I ' , 

having signed MlRs andlleaying on permanent change of station without a proper" 
,I' ' ' , , 

clearance of such p~operty~rom the Property Control Warehouse be held financially' , 
, , I ', " ' 

responsible," indicating tha~ soldiers were going 'to be held accountable for property i~.: , ..'" 

, I. , 
their care and that the Army did noicOlisider sucbloaned items to be the permanent' , ' 

',,-' " 

possessions of the ~eqUisitio~ing s()ldier.128 Altb,oU:gh this solitary repo;t indicates,'that 
, , , 

, improprieties niay hav:e exJS~~d, it also indicates that standard procedures an~ legal 
, !' ,',. ' ' " , 


, ' ' L' " ;, ' " 

requirements we~eJuJfilled ~n most cas~s. There is little indication that notable amounts of 

, ' I 

, " I " ' ,
missing or loaned property ~as,stolen by soldiers or that the Army created a:n atmosphere 

, I ' 
,I , 

where sucbb.ehavior was co~doned or was considered proper or allowable conduct. While 
I ' 
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a few cases may exist of soldiers engaging in looting and pillaging, these cases are the 

actions of a small minority and do not represent institutioualized behavior. 
c '_. 

, 
,
i, 

' 


I· 

I 

!, , 
I THE AMERICANS IN AUSTRIA 

The U.S. military occupation of Austria lasted from May 8, 1945 to October 25, 

1955. The Austrians praised U.S. efforts in their country during that time and appeared to 
I 
I ' 

,i, . 
like American tr~ops, viewit.g the USF A as :a benevolent factor in their nation I s rapid 

I " 
I 

recovery and rehabilitation ~ollowing the war~ Notsurprisingly they regarded the 

American soldiers as the most amiable of all the occupying forces 'and the ones most 
; .. . 

favorably disposed to the average Austrian. Such statements are not anecdotal and could 
, 

be heard throughout Europ~ in the,immediate postwar years, among victor and 
, 'i ' " 

vanquished alike, with simil~r statements~till being uttered by the wartime generation of 
i ' , 

Europeans alh;e today. The! reputation ofthe U.S. Army during World War II as an 
i " 

institution, and the soldier ~s an individual, ha~ always been good and has assumed nearly 

legendary status in the half ~entury since the end of the war. Indeed, while the image of the 

, . 
young, smiling soldier.hand~ng out chocolate bars to ecstatic children may be a stereotype 

, I· .. 

and overused cliche,'t~e ove~helming amount of evidenc~, including the' perceptions of 

unbiased Europeans, then and now, supports the fact that the United States and its military 

were a positive social and .ec~~omic force. The U.S. Army, and t~e United States, without 

regard fo~ personal or national aggrandizement, helped liberate a continent from a 
. , 

monstrous totalitarian evil ~nd stayed long enough afterward to prevent the continent from 
I ,,'' , 

. i ' 
I 
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I
I 

. 

I 
I 

slipping under the cont~ol 0, another equally malefictmt evil. The U.~. Army's fine 

reputation' was earned and well~deserved in contrast to that ofihe other Allied powers, 

such as the Soviet Union. TJlewords of Austria Foreign Min~ster Karl Gruber in 1951 
. 	 J 

summed up the general Austrian attitude and the fundamental difference between the 
. . . 	 . I" ." . 

Americaus 'and their one-tirite Soviet allies. When asked' by Soviet Foreign Minister Andrei 

Vishinsky why he wassoov~rwhelmingly pro-America~, Gruber replied "The U.S. 

practically paid for the new ;Austria and asked for nothilig. You[the Soviets] not only take . 

what does not belong to you; but also try to meddle in our affairs."129 

i' 
The Americans had proven generous and helpful occupiers, breaking the traditional 

i 	 . . \ 
view ofmilitary coIiquerors,~ by providing tremendous amounts of financial aid to Austria, 

, 	 . 
over $200 million by just JUI;le 1947 alone. In addition, while Austria was required to pay . 	 , , .. 

I 

the costs oftheir own'occup~tion, American. demands were far less onerous than those of 
, I 	 . 

other occupiers, especially tbe Soviet Union. In 1945 alone, the Austrian Government paid 

10 million schillings to the t~ree Western occupying powers and o~e'r 450 million schillings 

to the Soviet Union. Even m.ore revealing, after July 1947, the.United States, unlike any of : 	 .', 

. I 	 ' .. 

. the other occupying powers,:shouldered its o~n costs of occup~tion while paying out an 
I 


. . I 


additional 308,382,590 Austrian schillings in claims to Austrian nationals. no Taken with 
I 
I 	 '. 

well-known American postwar programs associated with the reconstruction of Eur.ope, 

such as the 1947 European Recovery Att or the Marshall Plan, it is inappropriate to accuse 
!' 	 . . 

the United States, or'its Army as an institution, of see~ing to enrich themselve~ at Europe f s 
I 

I 
expense. 
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," 

As for the Ame~ican :troops, as one historian has written, the Austrians were effusive 

in their praise of U.S~ Army! personnel of all ranks. 'Austrians generally revered General , ,' 

, 

Clark and regrettelf his dep~~ture; and similar sentiments and words of praise were 
. ' ! 

, , 

" 
repeatedly and publicly showered on {Clark's subordinates by many Austrian government 

, ' . 
1 

, I 

officials. In speaking ofAm~rican enlisted personnel, however, it ha~ been noted that, 

Any occupati~n forc~ engende~s a certain 'amount of friction and ~mericans 
fomented their shareloftrouble in Austria. Although instances to the contrary , 
probably existed, rec;:'rds showed that Americans involved in altercations with' 
Austrians or Allied forces in Austria, could expect an effort to administer the 

, traditional form ofUS military and civilian discipline. l31 

, I' ' ' 

An inspection of USF;A Provost Marshall ~eneral monthly reports through 
i 

I 


1948 quickly dispels any all~gation that U.S. Army' forces in Austria were any less 
I ' 
I , ' 

4isciplined, any less well-corl.manded or controlled, or any different than U.S. forces in any 
I 

other occupation zone 9r-duhr station. These records, comparable to monthly civilian 
, I 

police reports, show that U.S. Army soldiers were investigated, arrested, and duly punished 

,I ' 

for all manner of typical off~nses including drunkenness, fighting, robbery, fraternization, 
, , ! 

and, although rarer, black market dealings in stolen U.S. Government property, currency, 
I ' 
I 

and Post Exchange goods. Not a'single incident of soldiers stealing or dealing in looted 
, J 

property or Holocaust era aJsets originating from the Hungarian Gold o~Werfen Train is 
I 

, 


recorded, or reported as bei~g investigated by military police officials. Allegations to the 

contrary are simply without :foundati~n.132 ' 
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[ SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION ' 
I, 

I' , 	 ,,'. 

The history of the U.S. Army during the occupation ofAustria and in the matter of 

restitution of property loote~ by Nazi Germany and her Hungarian ally is extraordinary, ' 
! 	 ' 
I 

complex, and convoluted. T;he story also reflects the many changes taking place in Allied 


and U.S. attitudes and policies during the postwar reconstruction of war torn, devastated 

:" 

,Europe. To properly under~tand the U.S. Army's role, it is crucial to fully understand the 
i 

. . 
context of the times. 'If, as n,oted by scholars and historians of the U.S. military occupation . 	 ' 

• j 	 , 
I, ' 

of Austria, "restitution pro~ed to be a minor issue for the American sector," it was because 
,­

the preservation of life itsel~ was such a much more demanding and immediate task;m ,To 
I 

the average American officers and enlisted men on occupation duty in Austria, restitution 
" I " " 	 . , , I ' 	 , 

I 

of property was only one of many daily matters with which they had to contend. 

, The allegations mad~ in the October 1999 report released by the Presidential 
, , 

Advisory Commission on Holocaust Assets in the United States are unsupported by the 
, ' , I, 

I 

existing published and docuplentary record. Each allegation can either be disproved or 

qualified to such a degree by examining the full historjcal record that they become baseless. . " 	 . . 
, 	 ' 

In summary, the Rep~rt's charge that the Un.itedStates Forces Austria departed 
i 	 ' 

j 
, from the "general policy of~eturning cultural assets to the country of origin" islargely 

, , 
, " 'i' 	 , ' " 

false based on the surviving ¢vidence. The vast majority of monetary and cultural assets 
, 	 . 

clearly identif}ed as being Hungarian in origin were either restored or turned over to a 
I 	 ' 

third party by the U.S. Army for restitution by 1948. The fact that materials turned over 
I 	 ' 

: • I, 	 .. 'i ' 

to Austria by the United States according to postwar agreements may'or may not have been 
i 	 ' . 
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subsequently restored to Hungary by Austria is imm~terial. ,In addition, U.S. and allied 
I \ 

restitution policies, as with occ~pation policies in general, changed continually'duri~g the 
I ' 

postwar years. The fact th~t Hungary was an ex-enemy and fascist nation during the war 

• j • • 

and soon became a Commu~ist satellite of the USSR, and was therefore an ideological 

. opponent of the United Stat~s and "its Allies in the "free world, fI prevented the sort of full 
I, ' 

cooperation shown to other European .nations. Yet in dealing with Hungarian claims, the 
I . 

I 

USF A followed sta~dard operating procedures in the vast majority of cases and dealt with 
I 

more Hungarian claims than any other Europeannation~ 

The Report's charge ithat the conduct 'of Aniericanforces in occupying Austria was 

less disciplined than that of the American forces occupying Germany is unequivocally false. 
, '. 

Absolutely no evidence exis~s to s1llpport this allegation in the reports ofthe bSFA,
I . , 


,I . 


U.S. Army Provost Marshall General, U.S. Army Judge Advo'cate General, b~s. Army 


Inspector Gener~l, or U.S. Army unit records. U.S. Army soldiers in Austria were 

\ I . '. 


" ~ 
 . . 

governed by the same Articl~s of War, same standards of discipline, command, control, 
I ' , 
I 

and behavior as U.S. forces ~nywhere else in the world at the time. There is no distinct or 

separate standar:d for troops stationed hi o~e area as opposed to another and allegations 
, , 

I 

, . ' 

that soldiers,in Austria Iwer~ rogues, scoundrels, and thieves 'is not supported by the 

surviving documentary reco~d. Such over-s~mplified and general categorizations are not 
I ,.) 

the recollection of Austrians! or Americans present at the time. 
".1 • 

The Report's charge ~hatAmerican forces in Austria misappropriated so-called 


"unidentifiable" property of Hungarian Jews found on the Gold Train· is false~ As has 

. I . 

been clearly shown, U.S. Arl1lY personnel were loaned property in a duly authorized and 
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legal manner. Such property was later accounted for, secured and protected, and returned 

when ~laimed by due process. There was no misappropriation., While it is entirely possible 
,I, " 	 1 ' , , 

I 

that some items from the H':Ingarian Gold Train were stolen by U.S. Army soldiers who~e 
, 

theft escaped detection, the ~xisting record clearly shows that such'pilferingwas neither', 

widespread nor sanctioned ~r condoned by U.S. Army officials'or War Department 

, I 

policies. The, record does s~ow that when allegations were made, and even whim rumors 
I' ., 
I , 

were heard, U.S. Army offi~ials investigated and took corrective action if and when 

nece~sary. 

The Report;s charge;t'hat USFA officials refused to allow leaders of the Hungarian 

Jewish community access toithe gold'trainto identify the property is false.' Within weeks of I 	 . . . 
I 

its capture, the Hungarian Gold Train had ceased toexi~t as an identifiable, distinct entity 

and it contents were intermi,ngled wi~h other captured enemy materiel in the Military 

Government Property Control Warehouse in Salzburg. The first claims by alleged 

Hungarian Jewish committee(s) were not made until months if not years later. In addition, 
. . 	 ; . 


I 

the accepted Allied and USF;A restitution policy did not recognize the validity of private 

, 	 ' 

i . , ' " ,', 
claims unless th'ey were ,ma~e through a restitution body connected with a national 

I 	 ' 

government. The USFA, according to this policy, processed more Hungarian claims, 

resulting in more property ~nd monetary rehnbursement to Hungary than any other 
! 

European nation, save one, l;Jy late 1947. lethe person, organization, or government 
I 
I 

making a claim appeared su~pect as to ownership, motivations, or intentions, USF A 

officials, like, those of their a,lies, denied such claims. The Hungarian Restitution 

Commission spent years in Yienna helping its citizens process the'thousands of claims 
I " 	 ' 
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made on property in USFA!possession. Thus, in accordance with practices elsewhere, 
1 ' 
I'·. J 

U.S. officials opted to turn Jver unclaimed Hungarian Gold Train ~ropertyto
, I 

internationally recognized ~nd wholly legitif!1ate refugee and'Holocaust survivor assista~ce 

[ . . 
organizations. Such actions on the part of the United States and the U.S. Army ensured 

, I ' 

, " " 

beyond any doubt that unclaimed property benefited those truly in need and not 
, 

Communist officials in Hun'gary or the Soviet Union. 

The Report's charge, that higlll-ranking American offiCials took assets from the Gold 

Train for their own personal use is over-simplified and highly misleading. As stated', such 

practice was authorized, legal according to international law and agreements, and w~s 
, '. .' 

accompanied by a high degfee of accountability, more so in the U.S. Army than in any of 

the other Allied occupation forces in 'Austria. Such transactions were recorded in detail 

and,soldiers were made accountable for the return ofloaned property. There is no 
, I ' . " 

evidence, either in the C~mr:nission report, or in existing records, to support the idea that 
, 

this property became the permanent property of those soldiers who duly requisitioned it 

from the Military Governm~ntProperty Control Warehouse. Incidents of pilfering and, 
. , 

theft are more rumor and niyth than fact. O:~ntinued claims to the contrary show a lack of 
I 

understanding of documentf'ry evidence and internationally accepted milftary procedures 
, 

and practices. 

I ' 
, The Report'scharge;that assets from the gold train were sold through the Army 

1 . 

Exchange is unproven by th'e existing documentary record. While documents exist to shQw 

that this possibility was con~idered, there is no set of records to show that such sales 

actually took place. If in fa~t such sales took place, it also appears that the developing 

74 ' i, 
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, 
, . 


I 


u.s. Army policy was that ~roceeds from these sales of unidentified and unclaimed 


properties of unknown origins, would have gone into accounts used to assist refugees and

,I "'" .. . 

I 

Holocaust victims administered by United Nations-sponsored refugee organizations. They 

did not go into the pockets~fU.S~ Army soldiers, or. to Austrians prior to 1948, or as 
I 

Communist propaganda of the time' alleged, to Hungarian Nazis. 


The Report's chargelthat assets from the Gold Train were stolen outright,is 

I ' 
I 

absolutely false. No docum~ntary evidenc,e supports this allegation that American soldiers 

I . . , 
were guilty of any such theft at any period between the acquisition of the Hungarian Gold' 

i ' 
1. 
I 

Train in May 1945 until the: final remnants were turned over to the Austrian government 

, in mid-1948. Significant evidence does suggest that.the contents of the Hungarian Gold 
I 

.Train were looted by displaced persons, by Austrian civilians, by German troops, prisoners 
" . . . . 

I 

of war and disarmed enemy: personnel, by Hungarian soldiers entrusted with the security' 
. ! 

; \ 

of the train, and by the verY; Hungarian fascist officials and government members who put 

the train together in the first 
\ 

pl~ce. ][f theft occurred, it was not at the hands of U.S. Army 

soldiers, who, in accordance with their orders, did everything possible 'under the very , . 
I 

,trying circumstances at the time to do their duty and protect property that was not their 
I 
I 

own. 134 
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A; MacKechnie, ADQto G~neraICol1ins, 16 November 1945, (14) True Certified Copy of 
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I 

121. Memo, Maj. James liLanger, Restitution Officer, to Commatiding Gtmeral, USFA, 
USACA Section, RD&RDivision, Reparations ~d Res~itution Branch, 16 September 1947, ' 
Subject: Missing Objects from Castle and Station Klessheim, File: #21,: Box 4, RG 260, NARA. 

i ' ' " 
I, , 

122. G-3 Journal, 42nd Inf. Div., 050001B To 052400B, June45, Journal No. Entry' 50, File 342.,. ,, i : ' ,
3.2, Box 10668, Entry 427,;RG 407/94, NARA. 

I 
, 

123. Lt Patterson to Capt. :Ames, 232nd Inf., G-3 Journal, 42nd Inf. Div, 190001A: To 192400A, 

Oct. 45, Journal Entry No. J2, and 230001A to 232400A; Oct. 45, Journal Entry No. 10, and 

250001A To 252400A, Oc~. 45, Journal Entry No. 15; all in File 342-3.2, Box 10668, Entry 427, 

RG 407/94, NARA. 


124. Lt. Patterson,to Pvt. rvug, ~32nd Inf., G-3 Journal, 42nd Inf. Div., 110001B To 112400B, 

Sept. 45, Journal Entry No.: 10, File 342-3.2, Box i0668, Entry 427, RG 407/94, NARA. 


, , 

125. Capt. Gober,to Capt. Houser, 232nd Inf., G-3Journal, 42nd Inf. Div, 240001A To 242500A, 

Sept. 45, Journal Entry No~; 11 and 12, and Capt.-Gober to Lt. Cob Heller; Land Military , ' 

Government Art and Treast).res Officer, 25000lA To 252400A, Sept. 45, Journal Entry No. 10, 

all in File 342-3.2, Box 19668, Entry 427, RG 407/94, NARA. 


126. Memo, Capt. Edwin 0. Merwin, Property Control Branch to Capt. Reberry, RD&R Office, 
Property Control Branch, <:+:G USFA, 26 February 1946, Subject: Property Under Control, and 

Meino, James A. Garrison, Chief, RD&R Division to Military Government Section, Vienna Area' 
Command; 14 March 1947) Subject: Household Articles Used in Gen. McMahon's Billet, and 
Memo, Capt. Edwin O. Mehvin: Property Control Branch, to Capt. Reberry, Office ofDeputy 
Commander, USFA, 26 Fe~ruary 1946, Re: Articles requisitioned for Maj. Gep. Donald W: 

. . I " ',/. 

Brann, all in File S 4.8007 Sa, Box 20, RG 260, NARA. ' 
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127. See War Department ¢ircular 155, 28 May 1945, Section VJ, para 4 and pani 5. 

128. Quotations from Re~brt; Maj. tuilus M. Mayes,Investigating Officer,to Co~manding , 
Officer, 7735 Military Govbrnment petachment, 22 July 1947,Suhject: Reportoflnvestigation, , 
File S4.8997 Sal2, Box 20;[RG 260,NARA,. " ' 

, I." ' ,".' . . 
, , 

129. Quotation from Whitriah, Salzburg'UnderSiege,'p. 7~,-
',I '. ", 

130.' Je1avicl~, Mode;n Aus;tria, p. 26f ,see also Whitnah,Sa/zburg Under Siege, pp. q8-129. 
.. ,;, ' I"" • ' 

131., Quotation from Whit~ah, American Occup{ltion, p.'253,see also pp~ 254-257., 
, " I '" - ", ',' c, ,,' ",' " 

132. ,For Provost ¥arsh~111G~nera1.records ana reports fro~ September, 1945 through Dece~ber 
1948, see Boxes '13, 14, US FA Historical Files, RG 260, NARA. ' ,i " "', 


, f" : ,

133. Quotation from 'Whitnah, American Ocpupation; p. 225. 

, ' I" ',. ' 

134. Quotations from Presidential Advisory Coinmission Report on Holocaust Era A~set~ in the 
United States, "Progress R~portOn: The Mystei)rofthe Hungarian Gold Train," 14 October 
1999, p. 2.; , I '" ' ,.' , 
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PRESIDENTIAL ADVISORY COMMISSION ON 


HOLOCAUST ASSETS IN THE UNITED STATES 


PRESIDENTIAL 
ADVISORY COMMISSION 
ON HOLOCAUST ASSETS Edgar M. Bronfman Kenneth L Klothen 
IN THE UNITED STATES Chairman Executive Director 

April 24~ 2000 

P.T. Henry : 
Assistant Secretary to the Army 
Manpower and Reserves':Affairs 
#2E594 
The Pentagon I 

Washington, D.C. 20310; 
, 

Dear P.T.: 

I 

I am writing to enlist your' support to determine whether records relevant to the conduct of U.S. 
troops in Europe still exisrso that we can study their behavior with regard to Holocaust assets. I 
have been informed that ataeast some of these documents may have been destroyed. 

The Commission understari,ds that the overwhelming majority of American servicemen behaved in 
exemplary fashion in Europe. There are, however, questions that need to be answered about the 
possible misappropriation o,f assets by some U.S. soldiers. Therefore, we are interested in records 
concerning troop behavior during the period in question. Furthermore, the Commission would like to 
obtain any historical or spec,ial reports related to the CID organization, operations and investigations 
during the 1944-1950 period. 

In order to gain some indication of the incidence of misbehavior involving American military 
personnel and victims' assets; it may prove useful to undertake a quantitative analysis of such crimes. 
Thus, statistical surveys or analyses of incidences of misbehavior, as well as data concerning courts­
martial investigations involvi~g theft of assets, could prove valuable to our research. 

, 
I would appreciate your help in arranging a meeting between Commission staff and the records 
managers of the following federal facilities: U.S. Army Criminal Investigation Division Command 
(CID Crime Records Center), U.S. Anny Military Police School, National Personnel Records Center 
(Military and Civilian Personnel Branches), and the Washington National Records Center to 
determine whether the relevant records still exist and, if so, to help speed our review of these 
documents. 

Than you for your consideration. 

Si 

Executi ve Director . 

901 15th Street, NW • Suite 350',. Washington, DC 20005.202-371-6400. Fax 202-371-5678 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 


MANPOWER AND RESERVE AFFAIRS 

. 111 ARMY,PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON DC 20310'()111 

REPLY TO 
ATTENTION OF May 8, 2000· 

~~©~fl\lf~~ 
. I MAY 1 0 2000 

.. ' ':::!JMr. Kenneth L. Klothen . 
3· .. 


Presidential Advisory Commission. on . f'./ . 

Holocaust Assets in :the United States. . .. 


901 15th Street, Northwest, Suite 350 

Washington, DC 20005 " 


Executive Director '" 

Dear~~ i-.. .... . ......,;. . . . 
Thank you for y~ur recent letter r~questingassistance with locating records 


regarding the conduct of United States soldil?rs in .ttie hand Iirig ·of Holocaust-era 

assets. ::: . ;' .. 


In accordance with applicable records manage,ment policies, Criminal 
Investigation Command records from the World ,War II era and occu'pa~ion are 
retired at the National Archives and Records Administration (NARA). I have asked 
the Criminal Investigation Command Crime Records Center to s'earch its holdingsto 
ensure that no records, from that era.were inadvertently overlooked. I will advise you 
immediately if responsive recqrds are located in the Army's fili~g system. 

According to the Army's records management policies of the .~ime, those 
records of The Judge Advocate Generals Corps with lasting historical vallie that may . 
be responsive to your request have also been transferred to NARA. In. addition to 
these records, the Office of the Clerk of Court, U.S. Army Judic,iary, can retrieve. 
records of World War II era courts-martial, based on the name of the accus~(;L . 
Thus, if your research ~iscloses the identity ofspecific soldiers involved in the 
misappropriation of as~ets, your researchers may also wish to contact Ms. Mary 

. Denni~ at (703) 588~7920, for relevant Army courts-martial documents. 

In response to your query of Military Police files, we areinvestigating.what 
files may have been r~tained and what files have been destroyed in accordance with 
the records managem~nt policies of the time requiring the purging of nonessential 
and routine informatior:tafter it has served its intended. purpose. Current Army . 
records management policy directs that those Military Police files generated during 
wartime be retained for a period of 50 years. We are in contact with the Military . 
Police School in order;to identify any residual records that may have been retained­

. from that time period; however, essential records from that era should, by policy, 
have been transferred ito the NARA. I am awaiting a response from the search of 

I. 
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the records at the Military Polic~ School and will apprise you should they have any 
relevant records still in ,their possession. 

'Finally, the Nati0nal Personnel Records Center is under the jurisdiction of 
NARA, n'ot the United States Army. The Washington National Records· Center is a 
General Services Adminis~ration (GSA) complex providing residual storage space'to 
NARA and other Govef;nment agencies. We can' coordinate with NARAand GSA to 
facilitate your review o~ Army's holdings at these facilities. 

" I 
, ' 

Please advise regarding how I can be of further of assistance to you on this 
~ -~ 

, matter. 
. . 

Sincerely, 

i,. 
i 
f ~L~' 

~ick T.! enry , 
Assistant Secretary of e Army 
(Manpower and Reserve Affairs) 

! 
, , 

I . ' 
i 
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;PRESIDENTIAL ADVISORY COMMISSION ON 

HOLOCAUST ASSETS IN THE UNITED STATES 
) 

PRESIDENTIAL 
ADVISORY COMMISSION I 
ON HOLOCAUST ASSETS Edgar M. Bronfman I Kennetb L. KJotben 
IN THE UNITED STATES Chairman , Executive Director 

August 4, 2000 

" 1 
Assistant Secretary P.T. Henry 

Department of the Anny 

Manpower and Reserves Affairs 

#2E594 

The Pentagon 

Washington, D.C. 20310 


fr 
Dear~enry: 

j." • ~ 

I am writing to enlist your support in" determining whether record of interest to the Commission still 
exist as part of the U.S. Anny, Intelligence and Security Command's 'Investigative Records . " 
Repository (lRR). I have bee1n informed that, although many Nazi-era records have been released to 
the National Archives, some of these documents may yet be held by the U.S. Anny. 

, 

A list of individuals is enclos~d. The Commission is interested in determining what, if any, 
relationship exists between th:esepersons and victims' assets. We are also interested in gaining 
access to the records of the 215th Counter Intelligence Corps (CIC) Detachment. Documents relating 
to this unit for the period 1945-1950 are of particular interest, because it was the unit that 
encountered, arrested and int~rrogated Kurt Becher, a prominent member of the SS who had been 
active in Budapest. 

" I 

i 
Finally, the Commission is interested in determining whether records exist pertaining to assets of the 
Manfred Weiss family or Maqfred Weiss Company, which were removed from Hungary to Germany 
and Austria in 1945. "" . 

I , ' 

I would appreciate your help in arranging a meeting between Commission staff and the appropriate 
officials at Fort Meade to det~rminewhether the relevant records exist and, if so, to help speed our 
review of these documents. .] " 

I 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Executive Director 

901 15th Street, NW • Suite ~50 • Washington, DC 20005 • 202-371-6400 • Fax 202-371-5678 

, I 
I 
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Baky~ Lasz]o. 

Becher, Kurt 

De Koranyi, . Istvan 

. Endre, Laszlo. 

Ferenczy, Laszlo .. 

Ham, Peter 

Jaross, Andor 

Kettlitz, H~rbert 

Klages, Otto 

Kolosvary-Borcsa, Mihaly 

Koltay, Laszlo 

Sza.lasi, Ferenc 

ToIdy, Arpad 

Vajna, Gabor . 

Vajta, Ferenc 

I 


DOB:13 September 1898 

DOB: 12 September 1909· 

DOB: Unknown 

I DOB: 1 January 1895 

i DOB: 8 March 1898 

I DOB: 31 May 1895 

~ DOB: 23 May 1896 . 

! DOB: Unknown 

: DOB: Unknown 
. I 

1, 
: DOB: 1896 
I 

! 

. I DOB: 10 ~ovember 1902 

•DOB: 6 January 1897
I " , . 

, 


I DOB; 2January 1898 
I . 

. ! 	DOB: 5 November 1891 

~DOB: 1914 
I 

!, 
I 

I . 

POB: Budapest, HWlgary 


POB: Hamburg, Gem1any 


POB: ·Unknown 


POB: Abony, Hungary 


POB: Felsoviso, Hungary 


POB: Karolyfalva, HlUlgary 


POB: Csehi, Hungary 


POB: Unkno~n 


POB: Unknown 


POB: Kolozsvar, Hungary 


POB: Dombovar. Hungary 


.. POB: Kassa, Hungaty 

POB: Kiskoros, Hungary 

POB: Kezdivasarhely, Hungary , 

POB: Unknown 

I . 

.' 	 . I 
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DRAFT COpy 

DcarP.T.: 

I am 'Writing to enlist your support in deternlining whether records ofinterest to the Commission 
still exist as part of the U.S. Anny bltelligence and Security Command's Investigative Records 
Repository (IRR). I have be~n informed that although many Nazi era records have been released 
to the National Archives, sOllie of these docmnents 'may yet be held by the U.S. Army;

I 	 ' 

A list of individuals is enclosed. The Commission is interested in detennining what, if any> 
relationship exists between these persons and victims' assets. We are also interested in gaining 
access Lo the records of the 2 j 5th Counter Intelligence Corps (CTC) Detaclunent. Docume11ts 
relating to this wlit for the p~od 1945-1950 arc ofparticular inteTest~~~~»n~~

It	Finally, the Commission is in~erested in deterrnining whcther records exist pertaining 
the Manfred Weiss family or the Marlfred Weiss Company, which were removed IT 
to Gennany and Austria in 1~45. 

I would appreciate your help in arranging a meeting between Commission st 
appropriate officials at Fort Meade to detennine whether the relevant reeo s exist and, if so, to 
,help speed our review of these documents. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
i 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth L. Klothen , 
Executive Director' 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
; THE U.S. ARMY CENTER OF MILITARY HISTORY 

103 THIRD AVENUE 
FORT LESLEY J. McNAIR DC 20319·5058 

August 7, 2000
REPLY TO 
ATTENTION OF 

Mr. Kenneth L. Klothen 
Executive Director 
Presidential Advisory Commission on 

Holocaust Assets in the United States 
901 15th Street, NW, Suite 350 
Washington DC 20005 

Q)~©~D~~~ 

AUG 1 0 2000 . 

. .:J 

.. 


Dear Ken: 

. '. 

In September 1999, 9t the request of Mr. Henry, the Center's Museum Division 
began a formal survey of Army museums for Holocaust-related property that might 
somehow have come into their inventories. Although I know we had forwarded a 
computerized list of those collective. holdings to the commission, we felt that the official 
artifact descriptions are often vague and that a more personal appeal to the curators 
would be appropriate. I would also add that almost all significant Army posts and 

I 

installations have museums and that these institutions are responsible for all historical 
property on those bases. ' 

I 

The first enclosure is:a copy of the memorandum that went out to all of the Army's 
57 museums and historical holdings; the second enclosure is an interim survey report, 
noting responses from 35 ,of these institutions. Presently I am having our curators obtain 
responses from the remai~ling 22 and am also initiating a similar, but voluntary survey of 
National Guard museums :(which are not under Federal control). 

While this survey celilainly will not scour every Army post and every unit dayroom, it 
will hit the most likely spots where such items might have migrated. It also alerts the 
most qualified personnel around the Army to our concerns, making them sensitive to the 
issue and to any follow up efforts. In any case, I will let you know of our survey's 
continued oroQress, at least by October. 

• ~- I'" 

Sincerely, . 

Enclosures 

Copy Furnished: 

ASAIMRA 
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. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY .­
\, 

, THE U.S. ARMY CENTER OF MIUTARY HISTORY 
103 THIRD AVENUE 

FORT LESLEY J. McNAIR DC 20319-5058 . 

REPLY TO 

A TTENllON OF 
 S: 3 September 1999 

DAMH-MD (870-20) 

MEMORANDUM FOR Army Women's Museum (A TIN: Ms. Burge$s, Museum 
Uirector) Fort McClellan, AL 36205-5000 '. 

SUBJECT: Holocaust Er~ Assets 

1. Congress established the U.S. Holocaust Assets Commission Act last year: 
with the expr~~s purpose of reviewing existing records and conducting 

. -' _____ originalres.earcbm_order-foinvestigate·the·acquisition and·disposition of ..... '" 
monetary and cultural property seized by the Nazis during World War II. In 
accordance with the Act, approximately one-third of the commission's funding 
comes from the Army's bu~get and the Army representative to the supervisory 
board is the Assistant Secretary of the Army for Manpower and Reserve 
Affairs, the Honorable P;T.: Henry. Other board members i.nclude prominent 
Senators and Representatives as well as cabinet-level individuals from other . 
agencies. 

i, 

2. The focus of the commission is on the cultural and financial property of 
Holocaust victims thatat sOme point came under U.S. government control 
during or ,after the Second yYorld War. The voluminous Army records of the 
,postwar occupations of Ge~many and Austria document the fate of much of 
this property, its acquisition'! by Army units and individuals and its subsequent 
disposition to the proper national and international authorities. "However, given 
the great volume of the material in question, some of it might i,nadvertently have 
been transferred to an Army installation and ultimately an Army museum. 

. ' 

3. In accordance with Mr. Henry's d,irective, I would appreciate it if you would 
search your collection rec9r~s for any cultural properties or archival material 
of this type that would\ have ,an unknown or European provenance and that 
could have been acquired by the Army between roughly 1943 and 1950. Items 
that would be under consideration include the following: Books, manuscripts, 
religious objects, gems, jewelry, preCious metals, household goods, art and 
related objects, and foreign coins or 'currency. For now we only need to 
know what items, if any, mi€Jht be in our museum collections, when they were 
acquired, arid the source of acquisition. . 

i 

I 
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DAMH-MD 
SUBJECT: Holocaust Era Assets 

4. Please respond by 3September 1999 via mail, fax (FAX.: 202-685-2113 or 
DSN 325-2113) or em~il (peterE@hqda.army.mil). Questions regarding this 
action niay be referred to Mr. Eric Peterson, Program Information Specialist, at 
202-685-2465 or DSN 325-2465. . 

. i 

FOR THE CHIEF OF M'ILITARY HISTORY: 

mailto:peterE@hqda.army.mil


. ' 

Holocaust Era Asse~s Rep'ort 
.X

12-Nov-99 

Holocaust AssetsRes'ponse 
Museum Name in Collection (YIN) In Response Date 

1. 1st Cavalry Division Museum 
; 

Yes 29-Jul-99 No 

2. 2d Annored Cavalry Regiment Historical Holding Yes IO-Aug-99 No 

3. 3rd Cavalry Museum Yes 29-Jul-99· No 

4. 4th Infantry Division Museum Yes 13-Aug-99 No 

5. 82d Airborne Division War Memorial Museum Yes 12-Aug-99 No 

6. Armament Research, D~velopment & Engineering Center HH Yes 29-Jul-99 No 

7. US Army Aviation Museum Yes. 05-Aug-99 No 

8. Fort Bliss Museum Yes 23-Aug-99 No 

9. Omar N. Bradley Historical Holding Yes l4-Sep-99 No 

10. The Casemate Museum Yes 02-Aug-99 No 

11. US Army Chaplain Museum Yes 24-Aug-99 No 

12. Fort Dix Military Historical Holding Yes 03-Aug-99 No 

13. Fort Drum Historical Holding Yes 28-Jul-99 No 

14. US Anny Corps of Engineers Museum : Yes 07-Sep-99 No 

15. US Anny Engineer Museum Yes 06-Sep-99 No 


1(l. US Anny Finance Corps Museum Yes 02-Sep-99 . No 


17. Frontier Anny Museum Yes 27-Jul-99 No 

18. US Anny Museum of Hawaii Yes 3,I-Jul-99 No. 

19. Hessian Powder Magazine Historical H~lding Yes 14-S~p-99. No 

20. Fort Huachuca Museum Yes 31-Jul-99 No 

21. US Anny John F. Kennedy Special Waifare Museum Yes 19-Aug-99 No 

.~ 
" 22. US AnnyMedicalDepartment.Museum:, ... ,Yes .. .04-Aug-99 ..NQ. . .. -- ..-.- .....~... 

23. US Army Museum of the Noncommissioned Officer Yes IO-Aug-99 No 

29-Jul-99 No24. The Old Guard Museum Yes 

25. US Army Ordnance Museum Yes 26-Jul-99 No 

26. Patton Museum of Cavalry & Armor . Yes 03-Sep-99 No 

27. US Army Quartermaster Museum Yes 06-Aug-99 No 

28. .Yes lQ-Aug-99 NoRock Island Arsenal Museum 

29. Fort Sam Houston Museum Yes 02-Sep-99 No 

30. Yes 14-Sep-99 NoUS Army Field Artillery & Fort Sill Mus?um 


3t. Yes 17-Aug-99 No
US Army Transportation Muse~m 

32. Tropic Lightning Museum Yes O,3-Aug-99 No 

I 
\ 

I 
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AssetsResponse 
Museum Name in Collection (YIN) In Response Date 

33. Anny Women's Museum Yes 

34. Watervliet Arsenal Museum Yes 

35. West Point Museum Yes 

36. 1st Annored Division Old Ironsides M~seums No 

37. 1st Infantry DivisionMuseum No 

38. 2na Infantry Division Museum No 

39. " NoAdjutant General Corps Museum 

40. US Anny Air Defense Artillery Museum' No 

41. US Cavalry Museum No 

42. US Anny Chemical Corps Museum No 
, 

43. US Anny Communications·EIectronics HH No 

44. Harbor Defense Museum ofNew York City No 

45. Fort Jackson Museum No 

46. Fort Lewis Military Museum No 

47. Fort George G. Meade Museum No 

48. US Anny Military Police Corps Regimental Museum No 

49. US Anny Military Intelligence Hist9ric~1 Holding No 

so. National Infantry Museum No 

51. National Training Center & 11th Annor~d Cavalry Regiment Museum No 

52. Fort Polk Military Historical Holding No 

53. Don F. Pratt Museum No 

54. Fort Riley Regimental Museum No 

55. US Army Signal Corps Museum No 

56. Fort Stewart Museurit No 
, , 

57. White Sands Missile Range Historial Holding .. No. 
I 

Statistic Summary 

l3-Aug-99 No 

29-Jul-99 No 

16·Au&-99 No 

Total Number R~quired: 


Total Number of Surveys cJmpleted: 35 61.40% 


I 
I' 
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November 5, 1999 

Support Op~rations 

Subject: Army Art and A~ifact Inventory 

Mr, Kenneth L~ Klothen ' 

Executive Director , 

Presidential Advisory Commission on 


Holocaust Assets in the :United States 
901 15th Street, ,NW, Suite 350 
Washington, DC 20005 

Dear Mr. Klothen: 

I am forwarding to you the Army Art and Artifact inventories for the Center's 
holdings at our Franklin Court facility, 14th and L Streets, Washington, DC, NE. Please 
review the documents and determine which items you wish to view, then advise me on 
a date that your staff will be able to visit our 14th Street location. Marylou Gjernes, our 
Chief of Collections Branch, will require one week from the time we receive your list until 
the time your staff visits, in order to prepare the items for viewing. 

Please do not hesitate to contact the Center if you have any further queries on this 
or other matters. ' 

\ / 

'I John S. Brown 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
Chief of Military History 

I 
, , 

, 



Katherine Page 

From: Katherine Page 
Sent: Monday, August 21, 2000 2:05 PM 
To: Ken Klothen: 
Subject: Bert Haggett 

! 
I 

Ken, 

Haggett is from Army Counter IntelIi'gence. He'd called regarding the letter with the list of names sent to PT, 

about the investigative records repository. He'did get in touch with Gene at some point before he left his office. 

He thinks he gave Gene a name & n~mber of a person up at Ft. Meade to deal with directly. 


,fAndy Swicegood (301) 677-2445 

K 
Tracking: Recipient Read 

Ken Klothen 	 , Read: 8/21/00 2:20 PM 
i 

9 



Katherine Page 

From: Ken Klothen 
Sent: Monday, August 21,200011 :02 AM 
To: Katherine Page 
Subject: RE: Bert Haggett 

call him and find out what he wants - his name is vaguely familiar, is the number a Pentagon number? 

KLK 

-----Original Message----­
From: Katherine Page 

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2000, 10:20 AM 

To: Ken Klothen 

Subject: Bert Haggett 


While you were out with Becky, Bert Haggett called. Gene didn' want to speak to him until we knew who 
he is, but I couldn' find any reference to him in your machine or mine. You said you didn't know him. 
When I called him to find out who he is, his message on voice mail stated that he would be out of the office, 
returning today. His number is 703-601-1959. 

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY 

12 


